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In response to the final Office Action mailed September 29, 2005, the Examiner's attention is 
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^directed to the following remarks. 

h 1 Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the claim rejections in this case on the 
™ grounds that the Examiner has apparently misinterpreted the prior art. 

Claims 1, 3-6, 1 1 and 12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by Duprey, 
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|U.S. Patent No. 6,892,419. However, independent claim 1 includes the limitation of a plurality of 
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^concave scallops on the leading edge, each scallop defining a segment of a circle, and wherein the 
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^segments intersect at distinct forward points. According to the Examiner, the teachings of Duprey meet 
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isuch limitations, but they do not. The Examiner states that Duprey has a plurality of concave scallops 
gbut the scallops of Duprey are convex. To call the scallops of Duprey concave uses a definition that is 
^repugnant to the truth. Attached herewith are several dictionary definitions, each one defining concave 
gas being "hollowed out," conformal to "the inside of a sphere," "curving inward," and so forth. Indeed, 

cgthe Latin origin of concave is concavus, which comes from "hollow." It is well settled that anticipation 
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Q may be established" only when a single prior art reference discloses, expressly or under principles of 
^inherency, each iand every element of the claimed invention. RCA Corp. v. Applied Digital Data 
Systems, 730 F.2d 1440, 1444, 221 USPQ 385, 388 (Fed. Cir. 1984). Since Duprey teaches convex as 
opposed to concave scallops, anticipation is precluded for that reason alone. Moreover, since Duprey 


